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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-20 are presented for examination; claims 1, 9, and 17 independent. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The IDS's submitted July 22, 2004 and January 10, 2005 have been considered. 
See enclosed PTO-1449. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-5, 7-13, and 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Chen et al. (US 2003/0054810) (hereinafter Chen). 

4. Referring to claim 1 , Chen discloses a method for providing a portal user (i.e. 
mobile devices 504) access to a resource server (i.e. servers 510) via a portal server 
(i.e. iMobile gateway 500) (e.g. abstract: Figure 17), comprising: 
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said portal user performing a single-sign-on to access said portal server (p. 8, 

K 121); 

said portal user requesting a resource from said resource server via said portal 
server (i.e. ...permits a user to access computers and systems...) (p. 8, U 121); 

said portal server performing a sign-on to access said resource server on behalf 
of said portal user (i.e. provide access to backend services automatically... retrieves 
encrypted Windows domain authentication ...and presents it to the Exchange server) (p. 
8.U121-122; p. 11,11146-147); and 

said resource server returning said resource to said portal user via said portal 
server (i.e. provide access to backend services automatically... query, search, and 
update inboxes, contacts, and calendars in the Exchange 2000 server) (p. 8, U 122; p. 
11,11149). 



5. Referring to claim 2, Chen discloses performing said sign-on to access the 
resource server comprises using stored credentials (i.e. stored passwords and user id's) 
(p. 8, 1j121). 



6. Referring to claim 3, Chen discloses performing said sign-on to access the 
resource server comprises using a shared authentication mechanism (i.e. the mobile 
devices share the gateway in order to utilize the resources via the SSO mechanism) 
(Figure 17). 
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7. Referring to claim 4, Chen discloses using proxy authentication (i.e. the iMobile 
server uses the credentials of the user to authenticate the server to the Exchange 
server in order to access the inbox of that particular user) (p. 8, H 121). 

8. Referring to claim 5, 7, and 8, Chen discloses the resource is an email server 
(i.e. inbox), an address book server (i.e. contacts), and a calendar server (i.e. calendar) 
(i.e. in the Exchange 2000 server) (p. 1 1 , U 149). 

9. Claims 9-13, and 15-20 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 
Furthermore it is inherent that the portal server only has to execute the sign-on to the 
resource server only once to meet the claimed limitation of "one or more times" as 
recited in claim 9. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 6 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Chen. 
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1 1 . Referring to claim 6, Chen discloses the invention substantively as described in 
claim 1 . Chen does not specifically disclose the SSO mechanism access an instant 
messaging server, however Chen does disclose accessing a plurality of heterogeneous 
servers as shown in page 12, claim 5, and the use of instant messaging gateway to 
access the iMobile service. One of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to add 
the IM server to the particular external servers supported by the iMobile service, since 
this is a service which requires a user id and password, which is subject to human error 
as described in Chen (p. 8, H 121). By this rationale, "Official Notice" is taken that both 
the concepts and advantages of providing for a resource server including an instant 
messaging server is well known and expected in the art. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the teaching of Chen to include an IM server as 
a resource server in order to allow users on mobile devices without an AIM client 
installed the ability to access their AIM service via the internet through HTTP, thereby 
providing a more customer friendly interface to access their systems through a plurality 
of interfaces. 

12. Claim 14 is rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

Conclusion 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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14. Applicant is requested to review the Rangan reference, since numerous 
limitations are also met by this reference. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph E. Avellino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3905. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, catt 800-786*9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Joseph E. Avellino, Examiner 
February 17, 2007 



